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1. ^ The amendment filed on 18 August 2010 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) ^ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) □ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The amendments to claims 15 and 91 have been entered. Regarding the comments on statement of reasons for allowance, 
the following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The prior art of record fails to teach or suggest : A 
substrate support comprising: a) a ceramic support having an electrode embedded therein, the electrode being chargeable 
to electrostatically hold a substrate; and b) a contact surface comprising a plurality of mesas, each mesa comprising (i) a 
surface coating comprising a diamond-like carbon material having a composition of from about 50 atom % to about 90 atom 
% carbon, from about 5 atom % 50 about 10 atom % hydrogen, from about 10 atom % to about 20 atom % silicon, and from 
about 5 atom % to about 10 atom % oxygen, the surface coating comprising a coefficient of friction of less than about 0.3, 
an average surface roughness of less than about 0.4 micrometers, and a microhardness of at least about 8 GPa (emphasis 
added); and (ii) a metal layer between the ceramic support structure and the surface coating. Further, no other prior art 
was located that fairly suggested the claimed invention in whole or in part, along with the requisite motivation for 
combination, in order to anticipate or render the claimed invention obvious. Each of the allowed independent claims 
comprises at least the features recited above. Therefore, this is an accurate reason(s) for allowance. The language used 
above is not being used to limit the scope. It is just being used to express what makes the claims allowable. Further, 
although, it is the combination of features that have been found allowable, emphasis has been added above to the recitation 
drawn to the composition and properties of the surface coating to draw attention to the fact that this is, specifically, the 
teaching not fairly taught or suggested by the prior art which led to the allowance of the claims. 
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